
. . 

Reservoir and the Sacramento River below the Keswick Reservoir. 

The discharge is toxic to fish and aquatic life and has resulted 

in numerous fish kills. 
. * 

The California Department of Fish and 

Game introduced substantial evidence and testified that the 

fish populations in the Sacramento River below the Keswick 

Reservoir are receiving detrimental exposures of both copper 

and cadmium on a chronic basis. Supporting testimony was also 

received from the federal National Marine Fisheries Service. 

The Department of Health Services and the City of Redding in 

separate letters expressed concern that the mine discharge may 

threaten downstream domestic water supplies. 

The Regional Board also testified that ore mining has 

not occurred at the site since 1963 and that Iron Mountain Mine 

is not currently conducting mining activities. Additionally, 

the Regional Board response to the petition discussed the issue 

of the treatment of Iron Mountain Mines, Inc. as a nonoperating 

entity. 

The Regional Board further notes that its treatment 

of Iron Mountain Mine as a nonoperating mine is consistent with 

communications which it has received from the petitioner.-, " 'The 
. . 

1. For example, the Regional Board adopted far more lenient. 
effluent limitations in the petitioner's NPDES permit than 
the limitations required by the Environmental Protection 
Agency for discharges from operating mines. 
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record before 

Iron Mountain 

The 

us supports the Regional Board finding that 

21 Mine is a nonoperating business.- 

petitioner did not make a presentation at the 
* 

hearing, citing a lack of funding. The petitioner did introduce 

into the record a number of studies. These documents were 

introduced by the petitioner to demonstrate that there have been 

a number of studies concerning acid mine drainage at the Iron 

Mountain property, and to prevent duplication of effort in the 

future. We have reviewed these documents for their informational 

value. 

No evidence was received or. testimony given which would 

refute any of the findings the Regional Board made when adopting 

Order No. 81-088 under Water Code Section 13305. 

III. CONCLUSION 

We believe the Regional Board acted properly in 

determining that a condition of pollution or nuisance exists 

resulting from a nonoperating business at the Iron Mountain Mine 

property. We base this conclusion on our review of the record 

and testimony evidence received at the hearing. 

2. See, e.g. the Statement of the President of the Company, 
"Opposing Declaration of T. W. Arman In Response to Order 
To Show Cause Re: Contempt," February 23, 1981, stating 
that "Neither Iron Mountain Mines, Incorporated nor 
Stauffer Chemical Company has done any mining of the sul- 
fide ore which is situated on the property." 
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IV. ORDER 

. 

I . 
R 

,o 
Regional Board Order No. 81-088 is affirmed. 

DATED:May 20, 1982 
. * 

/s/ Carla M. Bard 
Carla M. Bard, Chairwoman 

/s/ L. L. Mitchell 
L. L. Mitchell, Vice-Chairman 

/s/ Jill B. Dunlap 
Jill B. Dunlap, Member 

ABSENT ’ 

F. K. Aljibury, Member 
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